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The Collectivism of American Neo-Nazis After 1945 
By Nevin Gussack 

These American neo-Nazi and racialist movements supported a collectivist society which 
snubbed individualist capitalism and limited government with checks and balances. Some even 
supported outright socialist measures to reconstruct the US economy. American neo-Nazis often 
differentiated “ free enterprise ” and “ capitalism ” from each other. In the eyes of various neo-Nazi 
leaders and groups, “ free enterprise ” was actually a form of economy where the private sector is 
controlled by the government and small/medium -sized firms were accorded special treatment. 

“ Capitalism ” was a system that exploited workers and created class struggle within the Aryan 
national-racial community. Other neo-Nazi groups even proposed the nationalization of certain, 
key economic sectors. All neo-Nazi and neo-fascist groups strongly favored labor-management 
cooperation as opposed to the class atomism of Marxism, libertarianism, and modern 
“conservatism. ” 

Even American patriots and ex-servicemen could be radicalized against their own 
government and society. In some cases, it appears that the forces of globalized capitalism and the 
social atomism ever-present in post-1981 America contributed to the alienation from the 
American economic and political system. Such a state of affairs would open the door to 
individuals becoming sympathetic to either communist or fascist ideals. Domestic terrorist 
Timothy McVeigh wrote a letter titled “ America Faces Problems ,” which was published in the 
Lockport Union-Sun & Journal in March 1992. McVeigh noted that “ Maybe we have to combine 
ideologies to achieve the perfect utopian government. Remember , government-sponsored health 
care was a Communist idea. Should only the rich be allowed to live long? Does that say that 
because a person is poor, he is a lesser human being; and doesn ’t deserve to live as long, 
because he doesn ’t wear a tie to work? 

Sometimes, ultra -leftists who displayed an admittedly healthy distrust of the corporate 
internationalists found themselves sometimes attracted to far rightist conservatives and populists. 
An essay in American Opinion dated from 1968 was read to a group of SDS members which 
castigated the “ruling class ” in America. These SDS members reportedly applauded the text of 
this essay and were then stunned that it appeared in the conservative John Birch Society 
publication. 

Sometimes even members and even occasional leading scholars and officials of the Birch 
Society renounced their individualistic ideology and embrace racial collectivism, no doubt due to 
the frustrations with the Establishment and the “ cultural de-nationalization ” of the modem 
“ conservative ” movement. Former Birch Society bigwig and scholar Professor Revilo Oliver 
wrote a laudatory article in a neo-Nazi publication on the anti-US regime in Iran under Ayatollah 
Khomeini. In March 1988, Professor Oliver observed that “The spiritual strength of Iran is 
shown by the willingness of the Iranians to fight and die for their Ideal, and the rottenness of the 
Judaized United States is shown by the reluctance of even its most thoughtless tares to risk 
abrasion of their hides for any purpose, except perhaps for rioting and crimes of violence 
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